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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) FOR REACH C & D

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING:
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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Elevation Profile Substrate: ¢ Boulder € Cobble 4 Gravel < Sand

1400

REACH E

1300

- 1200

- 1100

25 24 23 22 20 20 19 18 17 16
REACH E
k:hannel Depth
= Bankfull Lowflow
10
5
YV ] VW T ™ i L, ;
25 24 23 27 21 20 19 18 17 16
IChannel Width
Bankfull Lowflow
200
; 100

25 24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 16

Creek Mile (24.95 at Tailwater, 16.76 at Headwater)

CATTARAUGUS CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) FOR REACH E AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6-3
N 16.
A o
19 *
REACH E
ERiE Savage Road
C, [ ]
vy i 4774RAUGU5 \‘40\"*@\0
.25 21 0
426 1 %
23
127

10 .

¢ Calculated Mile Marker

X Road Intersection

GlARAIGTy O Cattaraugus Creek
SVAP Assessed Reach
Road
Watershed
Village
DRESSER CREEK - CATTARAUGUS Murieipality _
CREEK SUB-WATERSHED County (I) 0.5 1| Miles
|

Elevation (ft)

Channel Depth (ft)

Channel Width (ft)




Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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CATTARAUGUS CREEK AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 7.2
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) FOR REACH F

ERIE

West Street 0
Hurdville Road

» 15 14, 1§\ REACH F

17 Water Street
18 Church Street
10 .
¢ Calculated Mile Marker
CATTARAUGUS CREEK X  Road Intersection
REACH F
Cattaraugus Creek
WYOMING
CATTARAUGUS SVAP Assessed Reach
Road
N
A Watershed
Village
. Municipality
HOSMER BROOK - CATTARAUGUS CREEK 0 0.5 1 Miles County
SUB-WATERSHED | ] |
IElevation Profile Substrate: € Boulder € Cobble 9 Gravel
1600
REACH F
............. 1500 E
* ® 0 6 o o - s
............. QOOW® O W 0 WBOOMO MO0 D> OO O BWOWOROReM | 1400 §
®w 6 00w o ¢ WOOO W W o *® o o * XS * =
1300
17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10
REACH F
|[Channel Depth
Bankfull Lowflow
10 g
£
Q.
5 8
[
[
17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10
IChannel Width
Bankfull Lowflow
100 —
£
A £
A\/\o\f : ‘v\’vm 50 E
MAVMUWIWL A AW WAV A z
o 2
17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10 c

Creek Mile (16.42 at Tailwater, 10.33 at Headwater)




Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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ELTON CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) REACH L

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 7.3
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
SVAP Score (0-10) 26-5
REACH M
Channel Conditions
Score MExcellent | Good M Poor
I ﬁl_l m | :- | -—+- i | -h-
15 14 13 12 11 10
Stream Bank Hardening
ENO MYES
A I_+ —+_ h-
15 14 13 12 11 10
Aggradation/Incision
M Aggradation A Incision
|
: - ] [ ] ]
15 14 13 12 11 10
Bank Stability
Score MExcellent | Good @ Mediocre M Poor
[=a]
= D | | T BE I-II||II--_
H I N T 1T m h I I w0
= H| N T 1T L LT T
~ 15 14 13 12 11 10
Bank Condition
I Hardened Structure [l Natural
& O] [T i (IR TN m
- O THEN ] (17 (I (T INIT T EEN TN m
|
15 14 13 12 11 10
Riparian Zone
Scorel Excellent | Good Mediocre M Poor
[+a]
'%‘1 _I|II Hm 1 I -|_-- I om
z [ TI | N 1 I Il N H O OE ' I | .
= B N NN N N N D | BN NN D O | s .
=15 14 13 12 11 10
Creek Mile (14.40 at Tailwater, 10.40 at Headwater)




REACH M
Water Appearance

Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre

‘ I | “+ - - ot e

15 14 13 12 11
Nutrient Enrichment

M Low [ Mild © Moderate
NE Notes @Algal Growth 4 Both 4 Dense Aquatic Plant Beds

© G0 00| O CO0EW GO 00000 © 00 (00000 000 00000 ““#000 00000 00 00hoAcA00 |o 00AAAMAAG AA
15 14 13 12 11

Fish Habitat score mExcellent =~ Good Mediocre mPoor

L 2 2
OVERALL
SCORE o m N N Il B m

1 1
Fish Barrier 4 Beaver Dam

Canopy Cover Il En
Pools
Invertebrate Habitat TN T
Instream Cover T
Riffle Embeddedness T

15

Note: Overall Score of Fish Habitat was calculated by averaging scores for the five variables shown below.

10

10

11 10
Manure Presence
Evidence of Animals in Zone M None
O TR | ] (TN T TN TN 1|
15 14 13 12 11 10
Invasive Species
@ Japanese Knotweed Phragmites MPurple Loosestrife ’
|
: | | :
15 14 13 12 11 10
Aquatic Vegetation
M Both A Emergent ®Submerged
.+ () }0 A ® -+ Iy N XN ‘ X
15 14 13 12 11 10
OVERALL SVAP RATING ELTON CREEK
Score MExcellent I Good = Mediocre
III: I-II:I-I :--l I+--
15 14 13 12 11 10

Creek Mile (14.40 at Tailwater, 10.40 at Headwater)




GHENY BROOK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) REACH N
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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CHENEY CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL(SVAP)

REACH P AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 9.1
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Color Classification

Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

SVAP Score (0-10)
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